INTRODUCTION
The taxonomic status of Apis laboriosa Smith 1871 has been the subject of some discussion in recent years. After examining workers of A dorsata and A laboriosa, Sakagami et al (1980) concluded on the basis of morphological characters that they should be considered as separate species. Ruttner (1988) has stated that the differences noted by Sakagami et al, are of a quantitative rather than qualitative nature and do not in themselves justify assigning a specific status to A laboriosa. All the commonly recognized species of Apis (cerana, dorsata, florea, mellifera, and the recently "rediscovered" koschevnikovi) exhibit striking differences in drone genitalia.
Although no such differences have been noted in the genitalia of males of A laboriosa and A dorsata, McEvoy and Underwood (1988) (Lindauer, 1956 (Lindauer, 1956) September (Underwood, 1990) . While the migratory status of a colony may influence the timing of orientation flights (Lindauer, 1956) , there are no data to suggest that impending migration would affect the time of day at which drones take mating flights.
Preferably, a comparison of the time of drone flight of A laboriosa and A dorsata should be made using data from the 2 species where they occur sympatrically, or at least in relatively close proximity. Unfortunately, data for the time of A dorsata drone flight in Nepal are unavailable (have in fact not been collected). It has been reported that Apis dorsata drones take mating flights between 18.15 h and 19.00 h in Sabah on the island of Borneo (Koeniger et al, 1988) , between 18.00 and 18.45 h in Sri Lanka (Koeniger and Wijayagunasekera, 1976) 
